ABSTRACT
BACKGROUND CONSIDERATION AND GENERAL OVERVIEWED
The history, the philosophy and the challenges of the theory of bipolar confrontation, especially, its humanitarian challenges, namely, the continuous abuse of the rights, of underdog nations" in the international system, etc is one subject which truly calls for reflection and possible reforms to achieve a better international community. In particular, this anti-minoritarian theory of bipolar confrontation as it is reflected in variety of historic events such as the bipolar scramble for the resources of Ukraine and C2choslovakia by US and Soviet Union during the cold war, etc, was a wound that took time to heal. The bipolar conflict or Arab revolt by Bin Ladin"s Al-Qaeda Group against US is believed by most people to be is a contemporary indictment of the much celebrated glories of the theory of bipolar politics, which is largely due to US unfair treatment of the Middle East. These events here under consideration, namely, Sept. 11 th 2001 attacks on the US by some Talibanese representing the Al-Qaeda Network; as well as, the bipolar conflict as typified in the Boko Haram insurgency in Nigeria between Christian West South and Muslim North in Nigeria, both tend to expose [raised] in recent times, one of the most controversial humanitarian questions of the rights [sovereignty] of "underdog nations" in the international political system. This right [sovereignty] of underdog nations appears to this research as a contemporary question which leaders of states and scholars in the classroom, both in the Social Sciences and in the Humanities, must arise and address. The heat which seems to have made this minoritarian question a central question in global politics or in the Politics of Bipolarity, is as Montairo Numo (2012) thinks it through, namely, the point that polarity of any kind in global politics, whether under circumstances of unipolar, bipolar of multipolar confrontation, among states reveals that it is clearly against international law itself to subjugate the rights of weaker nations in the international system under the ampits of world powers. This, in the thinking of this paper and in the thinking of Montairo, is wrong, especially, under the current circumstances where the denial of the sovereignty of relatively weaker nations of the world under pretence of balance of power, is being achieved against the spirit of international law. Even when it is done with a good aim to ensuring a balance of power system in global politics, this is only achieved in favour of the already rich, strong, and power-drunk nations of and world and in favour of World Powers, namely, The US and the G8.
Bipolar confrontation aims at achieving a balance of power in international relations. Yet, there are strong doubts whether this noble aim is being pursued with honesty? In terms of its meaning and definition, Wohlforth (1999) international political community by two antagonistic equals or semi-equal super nations. Such
International administration or lordship of one nation over others not by a rule of "consent" but by exhibition or avalanche of "force". It is, therefore not surprising that bipolar confrontation, has largely been linked with the classical realists works such as those of Morgenthau (1948) who in one of his seminar papers, "Politics of Nations", (William et al., 1993) Any leaders of states is likely to agree with social theories in Law, History, Political Science, Philosophy, Policy Study and Literary Works, including the literary sketches of the Shakespearian standing, that bipolar confrontation and its philosophy of political balance of power, etc, all build upon the realists" conception of how power should be distributed in the international community. Therefore, with a realists" emphasis on power rather than "harmony", it is not surprising that the political international expression of bipolar confrontation, continues to justify both the subjugation of Bosnia and Cuba under the US the during the cold war era and the current subjugation of the Arab Spring by US Middle East, which most people believe gave birth to Sept 11 th 2001 attacks on the US in contemporary times is not to be left out in naming the numerous flaws of the theory.. Abuse of minority rights of the Arab Spring in international politics, has also been seen in the Boko Haram insurgency in present day Nigeria. Obi Emeka (2006) explains that other theories of international relations also exist. They include theories such as the Game Theory, The Dependency Theory, The Communications Theory, The System"s Theory and The Idealists Theory, etc to mention only but these. Yet, a majority view rates this so-called "bipolar confrontation" (balance of power theory), second, in turns of result-orientedness only second to the systems theory of Emile Dawkins, the reasons for this laudable ovations enjoyed by political bipolarity or balance of power theory is as Montairo Numo (2012) Although the question of the rights of "underdog" states under the international system is as old as the world itself, there seems to be a worsening scenario after Post-Sept 11 th attacks on the US.
To the value of this position, Daniel (1996) has in his online response in (Cisac.standford.edu/publication/new…) held thus as here stated;
The period since 1989 (which ended the cold war) has witnessed a marked divergence between strengthening minority rights" standards at the level of international politics and worsening conflicts and growing repression in many states of the world. ii. Emphasis of the paper is that the end of the cold war in 1989 seems to have put an end to bipolar politics and its abuse of the rights of "underdog nations". But contrary to this belief we now have a worsening situation and a more deadly bipolarity or power tussle and underdog victimization between US West and the Arab Hegemony" emphasis in this paper is that this "neo cold war" humanitarian question originated in Sept 11 th , 2001 following Al Qaeda attacks on the US Bin Laden"s men who claim to be by an Arab Extremist Group.
iii.
In the end, the paper recommends fundamental reforms of the UN Security Council to enable it ensure the future of society irrespective of any existing polarity. The ultimate submission of the paper is that, although, Bipolar politics cannot be stopped since the quest for domination is natural to man. But its effects can, in the view of this paper be overcome through UN reforms. This is Montairo"s position adopted in this research paper, and the study intends to render it explicit in the course of its discussions
DEFINITION OF SOME RELEVANT TERMS a. History, Philosophy, Challenges and Politics of Bipolar Confrontation Since World War II
A first century philosopher, historian, politician, lawyer, statesman and public analysts, (Marcus Tullies Cicero (ADI)) once founded the relation between the philosophy, the politics, the challenges and the tussle which exists between nations as founded on greed and intolerance where he proceeded to define history par se as"man"s teacher"(en.wikipedia.org/wika/Cicero). Two thousand years after Cicero described history as "man"s teachers", a common definition now exists which sees history as a record and an analysis of events (dictionary.net). This research, while considering the philosophy, the challenges, the history and the politics of bipolar confrontation 
BIPOLAR CONFRONTATIONS IN THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES
Theoretically, three sets of theories have been advanced in attempt at explaining the developmental philosophy the challenges and politics of bipolarity since pre-cold war ear to the post-Sept 11 th 2001 era in which we live. These theories summarized as follows:
The Bipolar Theory:
This first theory which believes that there must be exactly two world powers to ensure global peace, argues that global stability is only possible through a bipolar politics or balance of power between two world power. A real case has been made in favour of bipolar politics where Montairo Numo (2012) argues that while unipolarity and multipolarity only expanded the pathway to global instability, the balance of power concept in bipolar politics allows for stability through threat of mutual assured destruction of states in an event of conflict. Montairo like most other literatures adopts bipolar politics with a criticism that, this notwithstanding, despite the glories of bipolarity, polarity of every kind is problematic All scholars on the subject seems to agree on this one point that bipolar politics infringes on the rights of underdog states (Ibid). This is why it has remained a concern for us in this paper. failure of a unipolar. US structure that gave birth to Sept 11 th attacks and has subsequently plunged the world into the current global instability.
Unipolar Theory

Multipolar (UN Reformed) Theory:
This third set of theories argues for a multipolar system which builds the future of the global community on a reformed UN that expects cooperation from states. When such cooperation is not given, generates a multipolar structure cooperation from within and applies it to keep the international community politically stable. The theory has been canvassed for by Leonids (1996) and adopted by the majority of viewers even as Kistersky argues as follows;
i. Leonid Kistersky argues for an expansion of the UN security council to about 22 members with two consequent implications, first, the seats in the UN Security Council to become rotational rather than permanent and second, their votes to become votive rather than veto.
ii. Leonid further explains how this would mean carving out a neutral geographical area between Eastern Europe and Asia as UN territory to guarantee bipolar cooperation being a region most pruned to bipolar confrontations.
iii. Under the theory, peacekeeping operations and military intervention are no longer to be arbitrary but properly resolved through a democratic vote at the UN security council as the former has hitherto thus day, encouraged the abouse of underdog states by super powers within present and past systems of polar politics.
Of the three theories of polarity or tussle for power in international politics, here presented, one can correctly conclude form the forgoing that Leonid Kistersky"s multipolar UN reformed theory of global stability holds a better future for contemporary international politics.
BRIEF REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE
It is strite fact that bipolar politics has its strongest point us canvassing for a balance of 
Cold War Era and the Formation of a Bipolar Universe in Global Politics
The continent of Europe has always sought to globalize any idea which it finds useful. This tendency in such a traditionally "Capitalist-Oriented" Europe, to globalize its belief in democratic values, historically, met its stiffest resistance in communist-sponsored Soviet Union and in the historic era of power-tussle which has here been called the "Cold war". The cold war was the height of bipolar confrontation Elements of it can be traced to the post world war I era of the 1920(s). Commenting on the formation of the cold war and its conflict of bipolar confrontation the following has been said (History Doctor (Online)).
These ideological differences between the Capitalist West as represented by the US and the Communist East represented by Soviet Union, reached a boiling point after world war II in a historic encounter which has been described by all scholars as the cold war.
It was during this time in world history that interactional politics first adopted the term 
Challenges to Bipolar Politics
By every indication, neither the US nor the soviet union was sure of the future. The two super nations under the cold war philosophy were not even sure of the outcome of the war. Yet (historydoctor.com) reveals that it was obvious to viewers even from the onset that none of the two nations would win the war. Hence, the Warsaw Pact keenly contested that when soviet union in 1966 became the first nation to enter space through its space-pilot, Eurigagarine, the US in 1971 fought to become the first nation to enter the moon. This was done to balance its space science against that of Russia. The Mudus operandi of the cold war as Abiola (2006) Singled out France in the West which threw itself as a challenge by refusing itself to be encapsulated in the cold war Saga. In the East, the challenges to Russia"s advancement came from
China which withdraw its support in the 1950(s) when Soviet Union threatened to lecture China on how to construct a social society (Ibid).
Characteristics of Bipolar Politics as Typified in the Cold War
It is needless to say that every age and its philosophy of life creates characteristics which can be described in words or ink. 
Collapse of NATO and the Warsaw Pact and the Creation of New Dimensions to Bipolar Politics
To borrow the words of Leonids (1996) in "New Dimensions of International Security
System after the Collapse of NATO and the Warsaw Pact (did no less than) left West and East a security vacuum. Regional Organizations such as Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (and Asia), important as they were, were beginning to feel this security vacuum and they become (whether rightly or wrongly) Effective Security Structure for Europe and the Asian World in the absence of NATO and the Warsaw Pact. Even from the onsect, it was not news that the progress of the cold war era was in itself an indication of the collapse of NATO and the Warsaw pact. These unprepared collapse of NATO and the Warsaw Pact did not only leave a security vacuum but occasioned certain abnormalities that weakened the sustenance of the Cold War. These unexpected collapsed as soon as they were effected, fortune, followed the failure of each of these world powers towards commencing the welfare and rights of its weaker numbers.
Abiola (2006) 
International Politics
When, eventuality the cold war ended in 1989, the cause of it was attributed to subversive politics by certain "underdog nations" among the Communist Minority Block, such as Afghanistan, Sebia, Albania and Syria, upon the collapse of the cold war vis-a-vis NATO and the Warsaw Pact.
Instant air of relief was felt within the international community unaware that the same Therefore, putting one and two together, Sept 1th which seemed to the Arab Spring, a move towards correcting the ills of the past, may under their current subjugation to their superior US opponents as a self-inflicted injury which they must be ready to bear for a while until the world finds ways to liberate them from their present dilemma. The thing which this paper sees is that the current balance of power in international politics could not have given birth to this sporadic rise in Arab terrorism. Nor would the US have remained benable. The real problem is that we have a weak UN that must be reformed. Relations between the US and Russia have long been strained. But in recent years both countries have tried to reset this frosty relationship with an intent to establish an new partnership. However it is Sept 11 th , 2001 which has duly offered both countries (the requisite)
Bipolar Politics in Post Sept
